Rishi Kurichh
7225 Armmat Drive
Bethesda, MD 20817
Comnmissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michaet J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. T am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software. adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for “"Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use 1n order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Addimonally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—~source softwaie are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
imnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from mnovating in field of digital
comnmunications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovauve new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able 1o watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal w
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Rushu Kurichh




Michael D. Houst
91 Beauty Hill Rd
Barrington, NH 03825
Comurussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Comimunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadeast flag”. I am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean 1 am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems that
consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Addiuonally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programumers and "unkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnovation 15 what makes open—source software able w0 compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers aze
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television 1n addition to making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Michael D. Houst




Zach Goss
3953 1/2 3RD Ave
San Diego CA 92103
Commnussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurucations Commission
445 12th Street. NW
Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. I am writing to Join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside its
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers,

Additionally, adopuon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their conmibutions and constant
tnnovation 18 what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurucations techrmques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
abhle to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadeast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television 1n additton to making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software, It is for these reasons I urge you w
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Zach Goss




Douglas Theobald, Ph.ID.
1475 Folsom #3036
Boulder, CO 80302

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adopuon of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopung the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role. It1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital welevision broadcast on their computers.

Additienally, adopton of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
inovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from mnovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Douglas Theobald. Ph D
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October 31, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcest flag” technology for dighal television As a
consumer and citizen, | fee! strongly that such a polley would be bad for innovation, consumer fights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for congumer slsctronics must be reoted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Aliowing mavie studios to veto featuras of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new praducts they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflest what consumars llke me
actuaily want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

it tne FCC lasues a broadcast fieg mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers

and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televisien Thank you for your time

Sincereiy,

Larry Blunk

2829 Wildwood Trall
Saline, MI 43178
usa




LNER COPPS

]
N
LRy

oty

00T 31 P 23

-

L}
!

==m_~=ﬁ:-§:ﬁ-:::—wﬂz—

<y

s L .
il T

Sem P

-

TE209 SIOUNT ‘) «
. oy chtﬁw?; R

ey — -
TS ) -




SCOTT R. LARSEN

519w r sre Road
Jcliet. ™" gin 204y

(£15) 725 - 4485

Commissioner Michael 3. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

October 23, 2003

Dear Mr. Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated doption of "broadcast flag" technology for dic,.al
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a poiicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rig™'s,
and the ultimate adoption <f DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be raot :d in manufacturers' .bility to innovage for ©' 7
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception eq ‘ipn 21 will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what
consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Further, I don not understand why the
entertainment industry is continuously singled-out for “special treatment” by the government. Starting with the
DMCA rules giving unprecedented privileges to the entertainment industry, the FCC seems to now be willing to join
that trend with this “broadcast flag” nonsense. I agree that copyright infringement is a serious problem, but not just
for MPAA and RIAA members. I see no valid reason why the solution must involve punishing the majority for the
crimes of a small minority. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Cw‘@ﬁ/

Scott K. Larsen
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David Menefae
PO Box 1183
Hayfork, CA 96041
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper rele. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programimers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and dernodulators, preventing open—souwrce programmers from mnovating 1n field of digital
communications techniques used by tefevision.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you 1o
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

David Menefee




David Menefee
YO Box 1183
Hayfork, CA 96041
Cornmissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurucations Commussion
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consurners have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them: As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s outside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital relevision broadeast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
comiputer programimers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
inovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurnications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assurned that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digijtal television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It 1s for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

David Menefee
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November 4 2003

Commtssioner Michael ¢ Copps
Federal Communi¢ations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michaal Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" techrolegy for digital tetevision As a
eonsumer and chizen, | feel strongly thet such a policy would be bad for Innovatian, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robuat, competitive market for consumer electronica must be rooted In manutacturers' ablifty to innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto festures of DTV-reception equiprment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that dor't necessarily refiect what eonsumers ke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionallty

It the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipmant | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Ken DeMeo

PO Box 280

East Montpelier, VT 05851
USA
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Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commi 1&19
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

Please allow me to take a few moments of your time in order to express my opposition to
the proposed adoption of the "broadcast flag" for digital televisions. I strongly believe
that this misuse of technology will do little but stifle legitimate innovation (including
slowing the adoption of digital television) and infringe on the consumer's fair-use rights.

One of the most serious problems with the "broadcast flag" proposal is that it places
control over marketplace innovation in the hands of the MPAA, an organization with no
vested interest in innovation. In fact, the MPAA can be viewed as having more of an
interest in the LACK of innovation, in that they are rooted firmly in the current
technology and content distnbution model. Allowing the MPAA to veto new features in
digital television equipment is like giving organized crime the power to veto new wiretap
laws. As a business organization, the MPAA will always act in the interest of it's
members, and not the public. The result is that marketplace innovation wiil suffer, and
consumers will have to make do with fewer features and no way to exercise their legally
protected fair-use rights.

In conclusion, T urge to you avoid "broadcast flag" technology at all costs. It is a system
tailor-made to appeal to the Hollywood content providers, striving to protect their
distribution-based business model in the face of new technologies. Rather than adapt to
the realities of the current situation, they choose to adapt the current situation to that
which they desire to be reality. This situation is unworkable, in that it places
unreasonable restrictions on both consumer electronics manufacturers and the consumers
themselves. Please do not adopt the "broadcast flag" technology. It benefits only the
MPAA, and abridges the rights of consumers.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

2ty Li€

Zacary Loin|c
£718)4671-11873




meshor
Rtl box 266p
Charles Town, WV 25414-9734
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commuumications Commission
445 12th Street. NW
Washungton, D.C. 2554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean T am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FOC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s outside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers tmust use in order to watch digital television broadeast on their computers.

Addmonally, adopuon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source softwaire are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able 1o compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital tetevision.
Therefore, the broadcast flag s likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television trangition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag,

Sincerely,

mcshor




Hang Lor
8922 Heraldry St
San Diego, CA 92123
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadeast flag". T am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag wili make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside its
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenis
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ate
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely.

Hang Lor




Eliah David Kagan
51000 Highbridge Street, Apartrent 52F
Faytteville, New York 13066—2466
Commiissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commnussioner Michael J Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". [ am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems that
consumers must use it order 1o watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Addittonally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programimers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation 15 what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—sotirce programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

The MPAA's stated intention of a broadceast flag rufe is to prevent piracy. but it is unhkely 1o do so. Such a
rule would prevent law abiding users and programmers from using technology as it is meant 1o be used.
Crackers and infringers of copyright (“"pirates™} do not follow the law, and would continue to use technology
illegally to violate it, just as they always have.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able w warch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making i1t 1llegal
watch digital television on a compiuter using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Eliah David Kagan
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October 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for
digital television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for
innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted i manufacturers' ability to innovate
for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the
studios 1o tell technologists what new products they can create. ‘This will result in products that don't
necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more
money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an investment n DTV-
capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of
Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for (‘iigital television. Thank you for your
time.

Sincerely,

AR

i —_——
Kevin Matson
725 NE 63rd Ave.
Portland, OR 97213
usSa




November 1, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federa! Commutiications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my oppotition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digitel television As a conpumer
and citizen, | feel strongly that auch a policy wonld be bad for innovation, consnmer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for congumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovats for their customers Atlowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studion to tell tachnaloglets what new products they can
create Thia will requit in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers kike me actually want, and it could regult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues e broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Brett Palmer

256 Philadelphia Blvd
Palm Harbor, FL 34684
Usa,
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October 31, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HY

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC—mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag"” technology for digital television As a consumer and caitizen., I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what newv products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged mor= money for inferior functiocnality

If the FCC 1issues a broadcast flag nandate, [ would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely.

Brian Meehan

27 Cave Hollow

West Henrietta. NY 14586
USh




John Markos O'Netll
452 Bartlett St., Apt. 303
San Francisco, CA 94110
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communicatons Commission
445 [2th Street, NW
Washington. D C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additronally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programumers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constanm
mnovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open--source programmers from innovating in field of digital
comrmiuycations techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programiming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able o watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to makmng 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you w©
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

John Markos O'Neill




William B Gavert
11¢} Stone Court
Leesburg, VA 20176

Comrmussioner Michael 1, Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washungton, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
“broadcast flag”. T am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcas: flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adoption of the broadeast flag will harm mnovanon. Open source is used to create products and new
innovatons without the large monetary requirermnents that only larger corporations have access to Many users
of open—source software are computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Thewr
contributions and constant innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the
marketplace.

Open source is the only venue available today that ensures free market competition in this particular
commeercial arena. It is vital that open source remains an active part of this technology so that consumer
products are not restricted to only a few specific computer operating systems in order to watch digital
television broadcast on their computers.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be Jess inclined to invest in the equipment to view digutal television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons 1 urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

William B Gavert




Mark Whittington
310 Patriot Ln
AptD
Williamsburg, VA 23185
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps

Thousands of American consummers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user and developer of open—source software, adoption of the
broadcast flag will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts ot my computer.

It 15 not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems that
consuiners must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source softwate are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
conunurucations techrnuques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television progranuning, not less. Without innovauve new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able o watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Mark Whittington




Scott Walck
105 E High St
Annville
PA 17003
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurucations Commussion
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". [ am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean T am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s cutside 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will hamm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and “tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
miodulators andd demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurtications techniques used by television,

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Scott Walck




Kurt Feiste
5634 Oak Blvd.
Austin, Texas 78735
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Conmmunications Commission
445 [2th Street, NW
Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Commusstoner Michael J. Copps:
1 agree with the statement by the Public Knowledge center below:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 11s
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software arc
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
inmovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of cigtal
commurucattons techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digjtal, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consurmers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to maliny 1t illegal 10
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons T urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Additionally.

It 15 my view that the FCC should regulate the transmittion or broadcast of signals Once these signals are
recetved, I should be able to manipulate them for my personal use anyway I see fit.

I believe the copyright acts are sufficient to prevent unauthorized DISTRIBUTION of these signals
Copyrights were meant to allow authors special rights to control the distribution of therr work to the public,
not what the individual does with that work once received, provided the individual does not distribute the
waork or dertved work to others.

Sincerely,

Kuwt Feiste
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Wednesday, October 29 2003

Commuissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington. DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Commumncations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely
concemned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digttal television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and 115 allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate I canrecord TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie; send an ematil clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

[f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equpment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Greg Stout

31133 Cedar Rudge Lane
Madison Heights, MI 48071




